Meir. [He does not want the table left vacant for any interval at all.] 
From R. Yohanan [we have heard that] R. Meir concedes that if they 
removed the old bread at the dawn offering and arranged the new 
bread at twilight, this too fulfills the requirement that the bread be on 
the table perpetually. R. Yosé says, “Even though these take away the 
old loaves and then the others put down the new loaves, this too was 
deemed to carry out the requirement that the bread be set forth 
perpetually” [M. Men. 11:7N]. [Said R. Yohanan as to arranging the 
new bread by day, prior to the night that follows, which Yosé 
requires,] R. Yosé [derived that rule] from the dwelling of Aaron and 
his sons in the tent of meeting during the seven days of consecration. 
“Just as you maintain in the case of Aaron’s and his sons’ dwelling in 
the tent of meeting, that it is necessary to assign a day to a night, and a 
night to a day [that is, one must dwell in the tent of meeting all night, 
without interruption, to the following day, and vice versa], “so too 
here, it is necessary to assign a day to the following night, and a night 
to the following day [so that if the bread is taken off the table in the 
morning, the fresh bread must be put on before nightfall on that same 
day, without interruption].” R. Hiyya bar Yosé said, “If one has 
assigned a day to the night, that suffices. [That is, it is quite true that 
the new bread has to be placed on the table by twilight of the day on 
which the old bread has been removed. But we need not say that one 
assigns a night to a day. The former is sufficient to meet the 
requirement of having the bread perpetually on the table. If it is on the 
table at the outset of the night, the law has been fulfilled.]” 


1:8: [Referring to M. 1:1A, separating the high priest from his 
household,] Ben Beterah explained, “It is done lest he have sexual 
relations with his wife when she is menstruating, and then he would be 
put away [unclean] for seven days” [T. Yoma 1:1B]. And are Israelites 
suspect on the count of having sexual relations with menstruating 
women? It is in line with that which we have learned there: If one was 
having sexual relations with a woman in a state of menstrual 
cleanness, but she said, “I have become unclean,” even if he separated 
forthwith, he is liable, for the going out is just as much a pleasure for 
him as the going in [M. Shebu. 2:4B-D]. [Here too we take account of 
the possibility that the high priest will have sexual relations with his 
wife assuming she is not in her period and that her period may 
commence during the act itself.] You turn out to rule, what R. 
Yohanan provided [as the reason for separating the high priest from his 
household — which is the analogy to the seven days of ordination of 
Aaron — leaves] need for the reason also of Ben Beterah, and what 
Ben Beterah provided [as the reason for separating the high priest from 


